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ovate in the <$. broader in the ?, broadest before the 
middle, with barely a trace of a humeral prominence in the 
? , the basal margin jointly sinuate ; the shallow striae with 
large separated punctures ; the intervals broad and with fine 
shallow pnnetation. Sternum rugose, but not granulate, 
except the mesosternum, which is finely aciculate. Venter 
with two oblique impressions on segment 1 behind the coxa 
in the <$ only. 

Length 8-iO mm., breadth 3§-4§ mm. 

Belgian Congo : Lukombe, x. 1908 ( A . Roller ). 

Described from 3 3 $ and 3 ? ? . 

Easily distinguished from all the other known species of 
the genus by its striking coloration. 

EXPLANATION OF PLATE I. 

Fig. 1. Leurops cana . sp. r.., p. 19. 

Fig. 2. Pseudoblosyrus sharpi, sp. n., p. 22. 

j Fir/. 3. Pomphus denticollis , sp. n., p. 8. 

Fig. 4. Proscopus marginatus , sp. n.. p. 13. 

Fig. o. Protostrophus spmicollis , sp. n., p. 17. 

Fig. G. Bradybamon swalei, sp. n., p. 10. 

Fig. 7. Cyckrotonns ellipticus. sp. n., <5, p. 2o. 

Fig. 8. Synechops irregularis , sp. n., p. 24. 


II .—On Lacerta praticola, Eversm . By L. A. Lantz 
and O. Cyr£n. 

Boettger remarks, in his account of the reptiles collected 
in the Talysh by G. Iladde and H. Leder*, that the two 
specimens of Lacerta praticola examined by him differ from 
Western Caucasian specimens in having five pairs of chin- 
shields instead of six, two instead of three forming a median 
suture. The author thinks it would be possible to establish 
a local variety, should this character be found to be constant. 

This is indeed the case, as appears from our examination 
of a larger material collected in the same country. We 
found only isolated specimens—from the Talysh f as well as 
from the Western Caucasus J—with five chin-shields on 

* Itadde, ‘ Fauna u. Flora d. siidwestl. Caspigebietes,’ Leipzig, 1886, 
p. 37. 

t One specimen out of 21. 

f One specimen out of‘ 43. 
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one side ami six on the other; in surli case the median 
suture is formed by two shields on out! side and three on 
the other. As the two forms differ also in other characters, 
such anomalous specimens (‘an, however, easily he identified ; 
therefore the separation of L. praticola into two subspecies 
seems to he justified. 

Kver-mann's description and figure of the type-specimen 
from Piatigorsk * * * § arc not clear enough to settle tlie question, 
which of the two subspecies must he considered as the 
typical. A full description of the species was lirst given by 
Kessler f, who examined thirteen specimens from the Kuban 
district, Piatigorsk, valley of R. Bielaia, and Ananur, two 
of which formerly were in Evcrsniuuu’s collection. Kessler 
indicates six pairs of chin shields, the lirst three forming a 
median suture. Relying on this, we intended to describe 
a Caspian subspecies, believing the Western Caucasian 
form to he the typical one. 

Thanks to the kindness of MM. K. Dcrjugiu and 
P. Nesterov we have been enabled to revise the collection 
of the Petrograd University. We found there several 
of Kessler's specimens, and amongst them one labelled 

Piatigorsk, leg. Eversmaun.’' We must admit that 
Kessler neglected to examine the chin-shields of this very 
specimen, as it has only five pairs of them and agrees in 
every respect with the Talysh L. praticola. It cannot 7 
however, be considered as the type-specimen, because it has 
a normal interparietal and occipital, while Eversmann 
indicates these shields as separated by an accessory one. 

Both the type-specimen and the specimen preserved in 
the Petrograd University are from the same locality ; other 
material from Piatigorsk, Essentuki, and Kislovodsk J was 
kindly examined for ns by M.S. Tsarevski. All these show 
only five pairs of chin-shields, two of them forming a median 
suture. Therefore it is undeniably the Oriental subspecies 
which occurs at Piatigorsk and surrounding localities that 
must he considered as the typical />. praticola . 

It is of great interest that L. praticola pratiala seems to 
he confined to the Caspian Sea basin §, while the western 

* Lacertte Imperii liossici (Moscow, 1831). 

t Journey in Transcaucasia, St. Peter.sk., 1S7S, p. 150 (in Russian). 

\ Coll. Acad. Petr. Nos. 5270, GMJ1, and 71*00. 

§ We examined specimens from Piatipnrsk, Mount 11 near \ Indi- 
la\knr, Lugodcklii, Kala-l bignn, vallex of K. Astara-tMmi, Ellmrz 
Mountains between A&tara nud Aidibil, Shale-rud i.ear Knzeli. 
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subspecies is found practically only* in countries draining 
towards the Black Sea*—a fact which induced us to 
choose for the latter the name pontica . Judging from 
several specimens from Mehadiaf, the Hungarian L. prati- 
cala also belongs to this form. 

The two subspecies may be distinguished by the following 
characters :— 


L Lacerta praticola praticola, Eversm. 


comparatively short. Proportion, 
0*22-0*25-0*24 $ in the <$ (8 spec.) 
in the $ (10 spec.). Proportion, 
0*30-0*5 ?-0*33 in the $ (8 spec.) 
in the ? (10 spec.). Proportion, 
0*45-0*45-0*52 in the £ (8 spec.) and 


Head and limbs 
length of pileus 
length of head and body* * 

and 0*18-0*20-0*23 

length of fore limb 
length of head and body 

and 0*26-0*25-0*33 

length of hind limb. 
length of head and body * 

0*39-0*45-0*49 in the $ (10 spec.). 

Row of superciliary granules incomplete and generally 
reduced to a few granules. Occipital generally very small, 
narrower than, or as broad as, the interparietal, and pene¬ 
trating only a little between the parietals. Always a single 
j)ostnasal } in contact with the interuasal. Masseteric shield 
moderate, rarely reaching the first supratemporal, and 
separated from the tympanic by 2, seldom by 1 or 3, rows 
of rather small temporals. 5, seldom 6, lower labials . 
5 pairs of chin-shields , the first 2 forming a median suture. 
On a line between the suture of the chin-shields and the 
collar 16-19-22 gular scales (21 spec.). Dorsal scales com¬ 
paratively broad and short, rather feebly keeled, and imbri¬ 
cate ; iii a transverse row across the middle of the body 
35-59-43 scales (19 spec.). In the 26-26-27 (8 spec.), 
in the ? 28-2p-30 (10 spec.), transverse rows of ventral 
plates. 


2. Lacerta praticola pontica, subsp. n. 
Head and limbs comparatively long. 

■ Jrftflft* • o*^**-®^ >» *• * 


Proportion, 
(16 spec.) 


* The .specimens examined are from Georgievsko-Osetinskoie (Kuban 
Valley), Novorossiisk, Sotshi, mountains near Adler, Gagry, Gudaiit, 
Sukhum, Ananur (valley of R. Aragva); the latter locality only belongs 
to the Caspian Sea basin. 

+ Coll. Acad. Petr. No. 9814. 
f The middle number means the average. 
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and 0-20-flV /-0*24 
bnutb of fort* limb 
It-n^rtli of bond and body ' 

and ()-2G-0V<M)\31 

b'lljrtli of bind limb 
length of head am! bod v * 


in tlic ? (12 spec*.). 

0 28-0-.W-O-:U in tin* £ 
in tlie $ (12 spec.). 
017-cr.W-0*5 1 in tlic £ 


Proportion, 
(1G spec.) 
Proportion, 
(1G spec.) 


anil O4O-0*.J.j-O* 19 in the ? (12 spec.). 

Row of superciliary granules generally not much reduced, 
often complete. Occipital comparatively large, generally 
broader than the interparietal, and penetrating rather widely 
between tlic parictals. Postnasal generally not reaching the 
internasal; sometimes two superposed postnasals, the upper 
small, in contact with the internasal. Masseteric shield 
large or very large, almost always in contact with the first 
snpratemporal, and separated from the tympanic by one 
large scale or two superposed rather large temporals. 
G, seldom 7, lower labials. G pairs of chin-shields t the first 3 
forming a modi m suture. On a line between the suture of 
chin-shields and the collar, 14-/7-19 yular scales (13 spec*.). 
Dorsal scales comparatively narrow and elongate, rather 
strongly keeled, and imbricate ; in a transverse row across 
the middle of the bodv 32-37-4-1 scales (43 spec.). In the 
£ 22-Vo-2G (23 spec.), in tlic ? 2G-2S-30 (18 spec.), 
transverse rows of ventral plates . 


In reading the description of L. vivipara stenolepis , Nik.*, 
we could not find any character to separate this form from 
L. praticoln. 'Ibis was confirmed on examining the type- 
specimen, a very large ? + offering the anomaly mentioned 
above, i. e o-G chin-shields. By the other characters of 
scaling, and especially the rather small masseteric shield, 
tl e number of superciliary granules reduced to 3 on each 
side*, it appears as a w ell-characterized L. praticoln praticoln, 
which cannot he confounded with L . vivipara. 

Recently Nikolski described a new species from Sotshi, 
L. cnlchica which seems also to he closely allied to 
L. pralicola . The author was so kind as to send us the 
t\ pe-speeiinen for closer examination. It is a typical 
Jj. vivipara , Jaeq., entirely agreeing with some specimens 
From the Government of Moscow used for comparison. 
L. vivipara has never been recorded from Transcaucasia, and 
it i> \cry doubtful that it occurs in that country ; probably 
some error has taken place in labelling th^ specimen. 

* * 11!•]*]•< tolngia ennensua/ Tifli.% HHT p. ml. 

* (‘oil. Acad. IVtr. No. 7~0:i, fiom Mount II mar Vladikavkaz 
t 4 Fauna of Russia, Ri \ lilts,' i. (Pi tiopnul, 


